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FUSS OVER FIDO 


The verbal explosion that greeted Secretary of 
Defense Charles E, Wilson's Oct. 12 remarks onun- 
employment: 


Fuse -- ‘',,,And the idea that a ...boy could be 
drafted...to be shot at and he didn’t have enough 
gumption to go 100 miles and get himself a job -- I 
don’t go for that. And I’ve got a lot of sympathy for 
people when a sudden change catches ’em -- but I’ve 
always liked bird dogs better than kennel-fed dogs... 
You know, one who'll get out and hunt for food rather 
than sit on his fanny and yell...’" -- Wilson. 


Explosion -- ‘‘His (Wilson’s) quotation can be 
compared to Marie Antoinette’s when she was told 
the starving people had no bread, She said, also with 
a grin, ‘Let them eat cake.’’’ -- Patrick V, McNam- 
ara (D Mich,), candidate for Senate, 

‘*..,.Mr. Wilson should retract publicly and apol- 
ogize ...(or) should be asked to retire ... The brutal 
simple truth is that when Mr. Wilson thought of work- 
ers he thought of dogs.’’ -- President Walter P, 
Reuther, CIO, 

Wilson’s remark illustrated ‘‘the cold-blooded 
philosophy of ‘dog-eat-dog’ which dominates the Re- 
publican Party in the face of economic crisis.’’ -- 
Sen. Earle C, Clements (D Ky.). 

‘The Democratic Party does not agree with Mr. 
Wilson that people who work for a living should wan- 
der about the country as rootless nomads."’ -- Dem- 
ocratic National Chairman Stephen A, Mitchell. 

Wilson is ‘‘too great a burden for any Adminis- 
tration to carry.’’ -- Rep. Shepard J, Crumpacker 
(R Ind.), 

‘* ,.He (Wilson) missed a fine opportunity to keep 
a civil foot in his mouth.’’ -- Sen. Stuart Symington 











(D Mo.), 
Wilson’s remark ‘‘makes me sick with fear.’’-- 
Sen. Olin D, Johnston (D S.C.), 





Repairs -- ‘‘,,.Our free society depends on ini- 
tiative ...1 certainly intended no invidious compari- 
sons...likening people to dogs...’ -- Wilson 

‘*t have never found him (Wilson) in the slightest 
degree indifferent to human misfortunes.’’ -- Pres- 
ident Eisenhower. 

‘* .,.am sorry... made inept remarks...1 admit 
that I made,,.an unfortunate mistake -- bringing up 
those bird dogs at the same time I was talking about 
people... My remarks were distorted by our left-wing 
opponents...’’ -- Wilson, Oct. 13. 


WORLD WAR III? 


‘Who prevented our military leaders from using 
their best military judgment to win the war against 
Red China? I amashamedtoanswer. It was our own 
government officials. While one part of the American 
government was working to win the war, another part 
of that same American government was working to 
defeat our fighting men, and toassure victory for Red 
China ... You may think I am talking about the last 
war. | am not, lamtalking about the next war. The 
Communists have already worked out, in full, the 
steps by which they will penetrate into our armed for- 
ces and our civilian agencies in the next war, to sow 
confusion, and direct our policies to help the Commu- 
nists to victory. Where are those Communist trait- 
ors? How can we uncover them, anddrive them out? 
... Fhe weapon with which we can uproot the top Com- 
munists, strengthen our defense, restore our econ- 
omy, and make a foreign policy todrive the Commu- 
nists back, is vigorous continuous ‘investigation by 
Congress of every shred of evidence leading to the 
heart of the Communist conspiracy.’’ Sen. William 
E, Jenner (R Ind,), Oct. 6 speech at Columbus, Ohio. 


FOOD DISTRIBUTION 


‘‘We can thank the Eisenhower Administration 
for facing up to the fact that we do not have a farm 
surplus problem, actually -- but that we do have a 
world-wide distribution problem. There is (in Wash- 
ington) an awareness of the fact that we can combat 
Communism with food in hungry nations far more 
effectively than we can with bullets or bombs.”’ Rep. 


_Earl Wilson (R Ind,), Oct. 4 newsletter. 


VIEWS WITH ALARM 


‘‘The unemployment situation is so acute in 
Pennsylvania that more than a half-million persons 
are without work, and the resources of the State Un- 
employment Compensation Fund are almost exhaust- 
ed. This condition is so grave that the maximum ben- 
efit of $30 per week may be slashed by the Republican 
State Administration to $20 per week by Jan.1. Why 
is it that the litthe man always gets the worst of it 
when the Republicans take control of our National 
Government? Here’s the answer; Republican politi- 
cians are generally satisfied with the way Hoover 
handled things. Democrats are vigorously opposed to 
that system. Weare for the working people, and their 
families, because they need help most.’’ Rep. William 


J. Green, Jr. (D Pa.), Oct. 8 newsletter. 
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Behind The Headlines 





PARTY SUPPORT 


GOP Congressmen Voted Together Oftener Than Democrats In 1953-54; 


Western Republicans Scored Highest, Southern Democrats Lowest 


Republican votes drew a straighter party line 
than Democratic answers to roll calls during the 
83rd Congress, according to Congressional Quar- 
terly’s analysis of Party Support. 


CQ’s analysis of Party Support is based on fig- 
ures for Party Voting and Party- Unity. 


Party-Voting figures show the percentage of the 
time a Congressman actually voted with the majority 
of his party on roll-call votes taken during 1953 and 
1954. The Party-Voting yardstick helps measure 
the effectiveness of a Congressman’s support for 
his party. CQ found that R2publicans compiled a 
Party-Voting score of 77 per cent on the 407 roll- 
call votes during the 83rd Congress. Democrats 
scored 66 per cent. 


Party-Unity figures show what percentage of 
the time when he made his position knowna Member 
of Congress voted or took a stand with his party’s 
majority on the 83rd’s partisan roll calls -- those 
on which the majority of Republicans who voted op- 
posed the majority of Democrats who cast ballots. 
Party Unity is designed to gauge a lawmaker’s sym- 
pathy for his party’s policies, whether or not he 
affects the outcome of roll-call votes. Republicans 
in the 83rd Congress Compiled a Party-Unity score 
of 85 per cent. Democrats scored 76 per cent. There 
were 194 Party-Unity roll calls in the two houses 
during the 83rd Congress. 


EFFECT OF ABSTENTIONS 
Only the votes he actually cast were used in 


figuring a Congressman’s Party-Voting score. His 
Party-Unity percentage, however, counted pairs and 
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other announcements of his stands. Failure to vote 
lowered a Congressman’s Party-Voting score as 
much as a vote against his party’s majority, even if 
he announced he would have voted in agreement with 
his colleagues. Failures to announce stands were 
excluded as ‘‘times at bat’’ and did not lower Party- 
Unity scores. (For Party Support breakdowns, see 
CQ Weekly Report, pp. 1266 ff; for individual scores, 
see pp. 1270 ff.) 


Republican Senators displayed greater party 
regularity than GOP Representatives during the 83rd 
Congress, while the converse was true among Dem- 
ocrats. However, the margins were not wide. Here 
are the parties’ scores, broken down by chambers 
and by yearn: 


GOP 
1954 1953-54 


Democrats 
1954 1953-54 








PARTY VOTING 
Both chambers 717% 717% 66% 
Senate 79 77 63 
House 76 77 68 
PARTY UNITY 
Both chambers 86 85 79 
Senate 90 87 76 
House 84 84 81 


The Senate took 171 roll calls in 1954, for a total 
of 260 during the two sessions of the 83rd Congress, 
1953-54. Eighty-two of the 1954 roll calls and a total 
of 128 during both 1953 and 1954 were Party-Unity 
votes. 


In the House, there were 76 roll callsin 1954 to 
make a total of 147 during 1953-54. Twenty-nine of 
the 1954 roll calls, 66 during 1953-54, were Party- 
Unity votes. 


Week ending Oct. 15, 1954 -- PAGE 1263 





Party Voting 


Western Republicans displayed the greater party 
discipline than other regional groups on 1954 roll 
calls. Southern Democrats ranked lowest among 
regional groupings of Senate-House delegations. 
(For regional standings in Party Voting for 1954 
see graphic at bottom of page. Regional classifi- 
cation of states is same as on CQ Weekly Report, 
p. 1223.) 


Maine’s two Senators, Frederick G, Payne and 
Margaret Chase Smith, each scored 96 per cent -- 
tops for the GOP -- in Party Voting for 1954. Minor- 
ity Whip Earle C, Clements (Ky.) led Democrats in 











the Senate with 83 per cent, while Rep. Barratt 


O'Hara (I[ll.), with 95 per cent, scored highest among 
House Democrats. Top score among House Repub- 
licans -- also 95 per cent -- was chalked up by 
J, Edgar Chenoweth (Colo.), Thomas A, Jenkins 
(Ohio), Charles G, Oakman (Mich.), and J, Arthur 
Younger (Calif.), 


BUCKLEY, CURTIS ‘‘LOW’’ 











Rep. Charles A, Buckley (D N.Y.) had the lowest 
1954 Party-Voting score, 13 per cent. Rep. Carl T. 
Curtis (Neb.) trailed the Republicans with 33 per 
cent, Lowest-scoring Senators were James O 
Eastland (Miss.), for the Democrats, and William 





Langer (N.D.), for the GOP, with 35 per cent and 
per cent, respectively. 


More than half the Republican Senators had 
Party-Voting scores of 80 per cent or higher for 
1954, while four were under 50 per cent. Two Dem- 
ocrats scored 80 per cent or more, six were below 
50 per cent, and the majority scored more than 60 
per cent. 


In the House, the majority of both Republicans 
and Democrats scored 70 per cent or higher in 1954. 


Eight Republigans and 29 Democrats were under 
50 per cent. 


For 1953-54, the highest Senate Party-Voting 
score was 93 per cent, chalked up by Republicans 
Bourke B, Hickenlooper (Iowa), Eugene D, Millikin 








(Colo.), Payne, and Mrs. Smith. Minority Leader 
Lyndon B. Johnson (Tex.) led Senate Democrats with 
81 per cent. Top scorers in the House were Clifton 
Young (Nev.), for the Republicans, and Jere Cooper 
(Tenn.), for the Democrats, with 95 per cent and 88 
per cent, respectively. 





1953-54 “‘LOWS”’ 


Langer had the lowest GOP score in the Senate 
for 1953-54 as he did for 1954 alone, with 37 per 
cent. The late Pat McCarran (Nev.) was low man -- 
scoring 33 per cent -- for Senate Democrats, buckley 
had the lowest House score -- 15 per cent -- and 
Rep. Noah M, Mason (Ill.) trailed the GOP, with 45 
per cent. 





For 1953-54, most Senate Republicans scored 
80 per cent or more in Party Voting; only three were 
under 50 per cent. One Democrat topped 80 per cent, 
four were below 50 per cent, while the majority 
scored more than 60 per cent. 


In the House during 1953-54, most Republicans 
scored 70 per cent or higher, while the majority of 
Democrats scored 60 per cent or higher. Three Re- 
publicans and 23 Democrats scored under 50 per cent. 


Party Unity 


Republicans won on 59 and lost on 23 of the 82 
Party-Unity roll calls in the Senate in 1954. On 15 
of the 23 losses, the Republicans would have won if 
they had kept their bolters in line. Senate Democrats, 
who lost on the 59 votes won by the GOP, can trace 
37 of their defeats to defections. 





REPUBLICANS 
Both Chambers 
Senate 


REGIONAL 
SCORES— 
1954 


DEMOCRATS 
Both Chambers 
Senate 
House 





EAST 


78% 
81% 
77% 


MIDWEST 
74% 
73% 
74% 
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In the House, Democrats lost 19 ofthe 29 Party- 
Unity roll calls in 1954. If they had voted solidly, 
they would have lost only six. Republican bolters 
caused nine of the GOP majority’s 10 House defeats. 


Republican Senators voted unanimously on 10 of 
the 82 Party-Unity roll calls of 1954, while Demo- 
cratic Senators were unanimous eight times. Unani- 
mity prevailed only once in each party on the 29 
partisan House votes. 


Styles Bridges (R N.H.) had the highest 1954 
Senate score in Party Unity, 100 per cent, while 
Lister Hill (Ala.) and A,S,(Mike) Monroney (Okla.), 
each with 97 per cent, led Senate Democrats. In the 
House, 11 Republicans and 19 Democrats each scored 
100 per cent. 








SENATE, HOUSE ‘‘LOWS” 


Sen. William Langer’s (R N.D.) 18 per cent was 
the lowest Party-Unity score in 1954. Harry Flood 
Byrd (Va.) and Spessard L, Holland (Fla.), each with 
38 per cent, trailed Senate Democrats. Rep. E.C, 
Gathings’ (D Ark.) 36 per cent was the lowest House 
score. Usher L, Burdick (N,D.) and Jacob K, Javits 
(N.Y.) had the lowest score, 41 per cent, among 
House Republicans. 














More than half the Republican Senators scored 
90 per cent or higher in Party Unity for 1954, with 
only one under 50 per cent. Twelve Democrats scored 
90 per cent or more, four were below 50 per cent, 
while the majority scored 70 per cent or more. 


In the House, the majority of both Republicans 
and Democrats topped 80 per cent in 1954 Party 
Unity. Five Republicans and 10 Democrats were 
under 50 per cent. 


For 1953-54, Bridges’ 100 per cent was the high- 
est Party-Unity score. John J. Sparkman (Ala.) and 
Monroney were tied for the lead among Senate Dem- 
ocrats, each with 95 per cent. In the House, Oakley 
Hunter (Calif.) led Republicans, with 98 per cent. 
Ninety-four per cent was the Democrats’ top House 
Party-Unity score for 1953-54, chalked up by Charles 
B, Deane (N.C,), Herman P, Eberharter (Pa.), and 
Henderson Lanham (Ga.), 











Langer and Byrd had the lowest 1953-54 Senate 
Party-Unity scores, 23 per cent and 36 per cent, 
respectively. Javits had the lowest House score, 
42 per cent. Ken Regan (Tex.) was the lowest Dem- 
ocrat, scoring 43 per cent. 


GOP TOPPED DEMOCRATS 


Most GOP Senators scored 90 per cent or more 
in 1953-54 Party Unity, with only one under 50 per 
cent. Nine Democratic Senators topped 90 per cent, 
four were under 50 per cent, and the majority topped 
70 per cent. 
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PARTY VOTING—83rd Congress 


Percentage Rate at Which Republicans, Democrats 
Voted with Party Majority on Roll Calls 
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The majority of both Republicans and Democrats 
in the House scored 80 per cent or more in 1953-54 
Party Unity. Two Republicans and four Democrats 
were below 50 per cent. 


GOP Party-Unity scores for the 83rd Congress 
were the highest, and Democratic scores the lowest 
on record for any two-year period. However, the 
range through the years has not been great -- from 
a low of 76 per cent to a high of 87 per cent. These 
scores have been tabulated for the last three Con- 
gresses: 

GOP Democrats 
83rd Congress 87 84 77 

1954 90 84 

1953 82 84 
82nd Congress 78 82 

1952 80 80 

1951 78 83 
8ist Congress 76 82 

1950 75 81 

1949 78 83 


Leaders of both parties scored higher than their 
followers in Party Voting and Party Unity for both 
1954 and 1953-54, with one exception: Senate Minority 
Leader Lyndon B, Johnson (D Tex.) trailed the Dem- 
ocrats’ Senate Party-Unity average for 1953-4 by 
two percentage points. 
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Fact Sheet 
Party Voting: GOP 


PARTY VOTING 


GOP Democrats 

1954 1953-54 1954 1953-54 

Both chambers TT ~ WIG 66% ~ 66% 
Senate 719 77 63 63 
House 76 77 68 67 


REGIONAL SCORES -- 1954 
East Midwest South West 





REPUBLICANS 
Both chambers 78%, 14% 76% 81% 
Senate 81 73 66 84 
House 17 714 79 79 
DEMOC RATS 
Both chambers 69 74 63 68 
Senate 66 67 61 65 
House 70 16 64 73 


LEADERS’ SCORES 


Party-Voting scores of party leaders are listed 
below, Senate leaders are Majority Leader William F, 
Knowland (R Calif.), Majority Whip Leverett Saltonstall 
(R Mass.), Minority Leader Lyndon B, Johnson (D Tex.) 
and Minority Whip Earle C, Clements (D Ky.), House 
leaders are Majority Leader Charles A, Halleck (R Ind.), 
Majority Whip Leslie C, Arends (R IIl.), Minority Leader 
Sam Rayburn (D Tex.) and Minority Whip John W, Mc- 
Cormack (D Mass.). 


1954 1953-54 
Knowland 92% 90% 
Saltonstall 86 83 
Johnson 82 81 
Clements 83 78 
Halleck 87 90 
Arends 88 92 
Rayburn 86 80 
McCormack 76 72 


HIGHS AND LOWS 


For complete individual Party-Voting scores, see 
charts, pp. 1270 ff. 


Highest Scorers -- 1954 
SENATE 


GOP Democrats 
Payne (Maine) 96% Clements (Ky.) 
Smith (Maine) 96 Johnson (Tex.) 
Hickenlooper (Iowa) 94 Jackson (Wash. ) 
Millikin (Colo.) 94 Hill (Ala.) 
Monroney (Okla.) 


HOUSE 


GOP mocrats 
Chenoweth (Colo.) 95% O Hara (Ill.) 
Jenkins (Ohio) 95 Karsten (Mo.) 
Oakman (Mich.) 95 Polk (Ohio) 
Younger (Calif.) 95 Price (ll.) 
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Topped Democrats 


Lowest Scorers -- 1954 


SENATE 


Pp Democrats 
Langer (N.D.) 36% Eastland (Miss.) 
Flanders (Vt.) 45 Byrd (Va.) 
McCarthy (Wis.) 45 McCarran (Nev.) 
Wiley (Wis.) 47 Kefauver (Tenn.) 
Capehart (Ind.) 54 Lennon (N.C.) 


HOUSE 


SOP Democrats, 
Curtis (Neb.) 33% Buckley (N.Y.) 
Short (Mo.) 38 Chatham (N.C.) 
Clardy (Mich.) 41 Sutton (Tenn.) 
Angell (Ore.) 42 Lyle (Tex.) 
Cotton (N.H.) 45 Regan (Tex.) 


Highest Scorers -- 1953-54 
SENATE 


GOP Democrats 
Hickenlooper (Iowa) 93% Johnson (Tex.) 
Millikin (Colo.) 93 Clements (Ky.) 
Payne (Maine) 93 Jackson (Wash.) 
Smith (Maine) 93 Symington (Mo.) 
Bennett (Utah) 92 


HOUSE 


GOP Democrats 
Young (Nev.) 95% Cooper (Tenn.) 
Ostertag (N.Y.) 93 Jones (Ala.) 

Ray (N.Y.) 93 Brooks (Tex.) 
Allen Calif.) 92 Rhodes (Pa.) 
Arends (lIll.) 92 Thornberry (Tex.) 
Devereux (Md.) 92 


Lowest Scorers -- 1953-54 
SENATE 


GOP Democrats 
Langer (N.D.) 37% McCarran (Nev.) 
McCarthy (Wis.) 47 Byrd (Va.) 
Flanders (Vt.) 48 Eastland (Miss.) 
Wiley (Wis.) 52 Kefauver (Tenn.) 
Capehart (Ind.) 53 Gillette (lowa) 


HOUSE 


Democrats. 
Buckley (N.Y.) 15% 
Chatham (S.C.) 24 
Powell (N.Y.) 28 
Dingell (Mich.) 29 
Regan (Tex.) 31 


GOP 
Mason (Ill.) 
O’Konski (Wis.) 
Dolliver (Iowa) 
Taylor (N.Y.) 
Clardy (Mich.) 


NOTE ON OMISSIONS -- Rep. William H, Natcher 
(D Ky.), with 89 per cent, was eligible only for 1954 votes 
and was omitted from 1953-54 rankings. Sen. Alton A, 
Lennon (D N.C,), with 46 per cent, was omitted from 
1953-54 rankings because he was ineligible for part of 
1953. Sharp contrasts between scores of individuals for 
1954 and for 1953-54 are due largely to illness or 








1954 primary campaigns. For example, Rep. Alvin F. 
Weichel (R Ohio), who scored 90 per cent in 1953, has 
been too ill to vote at all in 1954. He is omitted from 
lists of low-scorers. 


DISPERSION 


Here’s how Members’ Party-Voting scores were dis- 
tributed among the brackets of the percentage scale; 


SENATE 


1954 
GOP 





Dem 
—s 
0 
1 
12 
16 
14 
2 
2 
0 
0 
0 


coorFNWOCToaco 





Party-Voting Definitions 


PARTY-VOTING ROL! CALLS include all roll-call 
votes -- both those on which the majority of Republicans 
opposes the majority of Democrats and those on which 
both parties’ majorities agree. 


PARTY-VOTING SCORE is the percentage of all roll- 
call votes in his chamber on which a Congressman act- 
ually voted with the majority of his party. Pairs and 
other announced stands are not counted. Failures to 
vote -- including announced stands -- count as ‘‘times 
at bat’’ and lower a Congressman'’s score as much as 
votes in opposition to the majority of his party. Party 
Voting is designed to measure a Congressman’s effective - 
ness in supporting his party’s majority; while Party Unity 
is designed as a yardstick of his sympathy with the ma- 
jority of the party, whether or not he affects the outcome 
of roll calls. 


Illustration: Suppose the Senate had 100 roll-call 
votes of all kinds -- partisan and bipartisan. Sen. A 
voted with the majority of his party 60 times, paired or 
announced his stand with his party 10 times, voted against 
his party 10 times, paired or announced his stand against 


his party 10 times, and took no stand 10 times, iis 
Party-Voting score would be 60 per cent, because ue 
effectively supported the majority of his party only 60 
times out of 100, although he announced his sympathies 
10 more times and opposed his party only 20 times, 

Sen. B also voted with his party 60 times, but voted 
against 40 times. His score also would be 60 per cent, 

Sen. C also voted with his party 60 times, but took 
no stand on the other 40 roll calls. His score also would 
be 60 per cent. 


PARTY UNITY 


83rd Congress GOP - Democrats _ 

1954 1953-54 1954 1953-54 

Both chambers 86% 85% 79% 76% 
Senate 90 87 76 76 
House 84 84 81 77 


GOP Party-Unity scores for the 83rd Congress were 
the highest, and Democratic scores the lowest, on record 
for any two-year period. However, the range through 
the years has not been great -- from a low of 76 per 
cent to a high of 87 per cent. CQ has tabulated Party- 
Unity percentages since 1945, began keeping over-all 
Senate and House averages in 1949. 


2S e 
Senate House Senate House 
83rd Congress 87% 16% 717% 
1954 90 76 81 
1953 82 74 74 
82nd Congress 78 80 78 
1952 80 82 76 
1951 78 78 80 
81st Congress 76 81 
1950 75 82 
1949 78 81 


WINS AND LOSSES 


On each of the Party-Unity roll-call votes of 1954, 
the majority of one party won and the majority of the 
other party lost. On most of these roll calls, the losing 
party would have won if its bolters had not bolted, 


For example, the Senate agreed Aug. 9 to amend the 
omnibus farm bill (S 3052) by providing for flexible price 
supports for five basic commodities. The vote was 49-44. 
A majority -- 35 of 45 -- ofthe Democrats voted ‘‘nay,”’ 
favoring extension of rigid supports. Thirty-nine of 47 
Republicans voted for the amendment. The Senate's inde- 
pendent, Wayne Morse (Ore.), voted ‘‘nay.”’ 


If the Democratic minority of 10 had switched their 
votes from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay,’’ flexible supports would 
have been rejected on this roll call. The vote would 
have been 39-54 -- 39 Republicans losing out to the 35 
Democrats, eight Republicans, and Morse who did vote 
**nay,’’ plus the 10 Democrats who bolted. 


On some Party-Unity roll calls, defections did not 
affect the outcome. For example, the Senate March 3 
adopted a resolution (H J Res 355) to authorize recruit- 
ment of Mexican farm labor under certain circumstances. 
The vote was 59-22. A majority -- 21 of 38 -- of the 
Democrats voted ‘‘nay,’’ 42 of 43 Republicans voted 
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‘tyea,’’ and Morse did not vote, Even if the 17 Demo- 
cratic holters had joined the 21 who voted ‘‘nay,’’ H J 
Res 355 would have been adopted, 42-39. 


During 1954, there were 82 Party-Unity roll callsin 
the Senate, and 29 in the House. Here’s the scorecard 
on wins and losses by the majority of each party and on 
the toll of defections, together with a tabulation of the 
number of Party-Unity roll calls on which Democrats 
and/or Republicans voted unanimously: 


SENATE 


GOP Democrats. 
Won 59 23 
Lost 23 59 
Lost through defections 15 37 
Outcome not affected by 8 22 
defections 
Voted unanimously 10 8 


Democrats 
Won 10 
Lost 19 
Lost through defections 13 
Outcome not affected by 6 
defections 
Voted unanimously 1 


LEADERS’ SCORES 


Party-Unity scores of the party leaders are listed 
below. Senate leaders are Majority Leader William F, 
Knowland (R Calif.), Majority Whip Leverett Saltonstall 
(R Mass.), Minority Leader Lyndon B, Johnson (D Tex.) 
and Minority Whip Earle C, Clements (D Ky.), House 
leaders are Majority Leader Charles A, Halleck (R Ind.), 
Majority Whip Leslie C, Arends (R Ill.), Minority Leader 
Sam Rayburn (D Tex.) and Minority Whip John W, Mc- 
Cormack (D Mass.). 


1954 1953-54 
Knowland 98%, 95% 
Saltonstall 97 92 
Johnson 18 74 
Clements 85 79 
Halleck 86 89 
Arends 97 95 
Rayburn 88 83 
McCormack 100 87 


HIGHS AND LOWS 


For complete individual Party-Unity scores, see 
charts, pp. 1270 ff. 


Highest Scorers -- 1954 
SENATE 


Democrats 
100%, Hill (Ala.) 
99 §Monroney (Okla.) 
Sparkman (Ala.) 
Johnston (S.C.) 


GOP 
Bridges (N.H.) 
Beall (Md.) 
Bricker (Ohio) 99 
Ferguson (Mich.) 99 
Martin (Pa.) 99 
Bowring (Neb.) 99 
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HOUSE 


Ten Republicans scored 100 per cent: Bentley 
(Mich.), Byrnes (Wis.), Cotton (N.H.), Davis (Wis.), 
Ford (Mich.), Hunter (Calif.), Miller (N.Y.), Riehlman 
(N.Y.), Velde (Ill.), Westland (Wash.). 


Nineteen Democrats scored 100 per cent: Bowler 
(Ill.), Buckley (N.Y.), Dawson (Ill.), Eberharter (Pa.), 
Fine (N.Y.), Gordon (Ill.), Heller (N.Y.), Kee (W.Va.), 
Kluczynski (Ill.), Lesinski (Mich.), Madden (Ind.), Mc- 
Cormack (Mass.), Mollohan (W.Va.), O’Brien (Ill.), O’- 
Hara (Ill.), Polk (Ohio), Rooney (N.Y.), Roosevelt (N.Y.), 


Spence (Ky.). 


Lowest Scorers --1954 
SENATE 


GOP Democrats 
Langer (N.D.) 18% Byrd (Va.) 
Young (N.D.) 57 Holland (Fla.) 
Cooper (Ky.) 64 Robertson (Va.) 
Wiley (Wis.) 71 McCarran (Nev.) 
Mundt (S.D.) 74 Johnson Colo.) 


HOUSE 


GOP Democrats 
Burdick (N.D.) 41% Gathings (Ark.) 
Javits (N.Y.) 41 Smith (Va.) 
Fino (N.Y.) 48 Rogers (Fla.) 
Gross (Iowa) 48 Lucas (Tex.) 
Hagen (Minn. ) 48 Wilson (Tex.) 


Highest Scorers -- 1953-54 
SENATE 


GOP Democrats 
Bridges (N.H.) 100% Monroney (Okla.) 
Hickenlooper (Iowa) 98 Sparkman (Ala.) 
Bennett (Utah) 97 Hill (Ala.) 
Dirksen (Ill.) 97 Kefauver (Tenn.) 
Watkins (Utah) 97 


HOUSE 


GOP Democrats 
Hunter (Calif.) 98% Deane (N.C.) 
Hruska (Neb.) 97 Eberharter (Pa.) 
Reece (Tenn.) 97 Lanham (Ga.) 
Riehlman (N.Y.) 97 Kee (W.Va.) 
Stringfellow (Utah) 97 Rains (Ala.) 


Lowest Scorers -- 1953-54 
SENATE 


GOP Democrats 
Langer (N.D.) 23% Byrd (Va.) 
Young (N.D.) 57 Holland (Fla.) 
Cooper (Ky.) 62 Robertson (Va.) 
Wiley (Wis.) 66 McCarran (Nev.) 
Mundt (S.D.) 76 Ellender (La.) 





HOUSE 


GOP 
Javits (N.Y.) 42% 
Burdick (N.D.) 49 
Gross (Iowa) 52 
O’Konski (Wis.) 52 


Democrats 
Regan (Tex.) 
Smith (Va.) 
Lucas (Tex.) 
Dies (Tex.) 


NOTE ON OMISSIONS -- Sen. Eva Kelly Bowring 
(R Neb.) was not a Senator in 1953 and is omitted from 
the 1953-54 rankings. Rep. Alvin F, Weichel (R Ohio) 
has been too ill to vote at all in 1954, and is omitted 
from rankings for 1954 and 1953-54. He scored 100 
per cent in Party Unity for 1954, 98 per cent for 1953-54. 


DISPERSION 


Here’s how Members’ Party-Unity scores were dis- 
tributed among the brackets of the percentage scale: 








SENATE 


1954 
Dem. 
0 
12 
10 
7 


10 








GOP 
1 
35 
5 
4 
1 
1 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
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Party-Unity Definitions 


PARTY-UNITY ROLL CALLS are roll-call votes on 
which the majority of voting Republicans opposes the 
majority of voting Democrats. In the Senate, 82 of 171 
roll calis during 1954, and 128 of 260 during the 83rd 
Congress -- 1953-54 -- were Party-Unity votes. In 
the House, 29 of 76 roll calls during 1954, and 67 of 147 
during 1953-54 were Party-Unity votes. On non-Party- 
Unity roll calls, the majority of both parties agreed. 


Copyright 1954 Congressional 


PARTY-UNITY SCORE is the percentage of the time 
-- when he took a stand -- that a Congressman sided with 
the voting majority of his party on Party-Unity roll 
calls. Both ,actual votes and public announcements 
(including pairs and answers to the CQ Poll) are counted, 
Roll calls on which a Congressman neither voted nor 
declared his stand are not charged as ‘“‘times at bat,’’ 


Illustration: Suppose the Senate had 100 Party-Unity 
roll calls. Sen. A voted or took a stand with the voting 
majority of his party on 60, opposed the majority of his 
party on 20, and took no stand on 20. His Party-Unity 
score would be 75 per cent, since he sided with his 
party on 60 of the 80 roll calls on which he took a stand. 
Sen. B, who took a stand on all 100 roll calls, also sided 
with his party on 690, but opposed it on 40. His Party- 
Unity score would be 60 per cent. 


INCOMPLETE TERMS 


The Congressmen listed below were not eligible to 
vote on all roll calls of the 83rd Congress, They are 
marked by footnotes on the charts, pp. !270 ff. Most 
Senators were eligible for 171 roll calls in 1954, and 
260 in 1953-54; most Representatives were eligible for 
76 in 1954, and 147 in 1953-54. Party-Voting percentage 
scores of the Congressmen marked by footnotes are cal- 
culated on the basis of the number of roll calls for which 
they were eligible, as follows: 


1954 1953-54 





SENATE 

Sam W. Reynolds (R Neb.) 
Eva Kelly Bowring (R Neb.) 
Robert W. Upton (R N.H.) 
Samuel J. Ervin, Jr. (D N.C.) 
Alton A. Lennon (D N.C.) 171 199 
Thomas A. Burke (D Ohio) 171 171 
Edward D. Crippa (R Wyo.) 93 93 


81 8) 
133 133 
171 171 
100 100 


HOUSE 
Glenard P. Lipscomb (R Calif.) 76 76 
A. Sidney Camp (D Ga.) 52 122 
J. L. Pilcher (D Ga.) 76 144 
James B. Bowler (D I.) 76 98 
William H. Natcher (D Ky.) 76 76 
Paul W. Shafer (R Mich.) 72 143 
Harrison A. Williams, Jr.(DN.J.) 76 76 
Louis B. Heller (D N.Y.) 48 119 
Robert T. Ashmore (D S.C.) 76 116 
William M. Tuck (D Va.) 76 130 
Lester Johnson (D Wis.) 76 716 


The following Representatives, ineligible for the first 
roll call of 1953, were eligible for 76 in 1954 and 146 in 
1953-54: Chet Holifield (D Calif.), Dwight L, Rogers 
(D Fla.), Henderson Lanham (D Ga.), John A, Blatnik 
(D Minn.), William M, Colmer (D Miss.), Antonio M, 
Fernandez (D N.M.), Lloyd M, Bentson, Jr. (D Tex.), 
Clement J, Zablocki (D Wis.), 


Party-Unity scores are not affected by ineligibility 
for roll calls. 
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House: Party Voting 


Number of votes cast in agreement with majority of Repre- Party-Unity score, 1954. Percentage of 29 Party-Unity roll 

sentative’s party in 1954 calls on which -- when he took a stand -- a Representative 
stood with the majority of his party by voting, pairing an- 

Number of votes cast in disagreemem with majogity of Repre- nouncing his stand, or answering the CQ Poll. (Party-Unity 

sentative's party in 1954, votes are roll calls on which the majority of Republicans who 
voted disagreed with the majority of Democrats who cast 

Party-Voting score, 1954. Percentage of the 76 roll calls on ballots.) 

which Representative voted in agreement with majority of his 

party. (Divide figure in Column | by 76, except for some foot - Party-Unity score, 83rd Congress, 1953-54. Percentage of 66 

noted Representatives, who were eligible for fewer than 76 Party-Unity roll calls on which -- when he took a stand -- 

roll calls.) a Representative stood with the majority of his party. None 
of the Party-Unity roll calls on which a Representative failed 

Party-Voting score, 43rd Congress, 1953-54. Percentage of the to take a stand are charged as ‘‘times at bat.”’ 

147 roll calls on which Representative voted in agreement with 

majority of his party. (Percentages of footnoted Representa - 

tives are based on fewer than 147 roll calls.) 
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3 Busbey (R) 
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6 Harden (R) 69 | >| 86] 16 Lesinski ()) | 58 
20 Hinshaw (R) 
19 Holifield (D) * | 
8 Merril! (R) | 68 | | 88] 13 O’Brien (D) 146 | 
9 Wilson (R) 59 | 6 [77] 14 Rabaut (D) | 64 
16 Jackson (R) 
17 King (D) 5 Cunningham (R) | 68 82| 7 Andersen (R) 
83 1 Andresen (R) 
26 Yorty (D) | 8 Hoeven (R) 56 | 5: 
COLORADO 7 Jensen (R) 90] 5 Judd (R) 15 
| 90| 6 Marshall (D) 164 
2 Hill (R) 2 Talle (R) 
1 Rogers (D) MANSAS : +| 3 Wier (D) 152 
ONNECTICUT 83 | 86 | 79 | 85 | MISSISSIPPI 
89 {es 
i Miller (D) | 78 | 73 
4 Rees (®) a7 | 84 861 3 Smith (D) 59 
70 tea 91] 2 Whitten (D) 56 
6 
KENTUCKY 5 Winstead (D) 153 
{6 | 66 86'] missourRt 
61 80] 8 Carnahan (D) 
i Campbell (D) 3 Robsion (R) 79 9] 6 Cole (R) 
7 Lanta % Natcher (D)* | 89 10 Jones (D) 
8 Maithews (D) LOUISIANA 1 Karsten (D) 
GEORGIA i 1 Hebert (D) y 44 | 61] 60] 3 Sullivan (D) 
10 Brown (D) 8 Long (D) 5 | MONTANA 


10 Harvey (R) | 56 | 3/89 1 Machrowicz (D) | 41 
22 Holt (R) 
15 McDonough (R) 6 Dolliver (R) 52 
52] 8 Blatnik (D) * 
4 Aspinall (D) 4 LeCompte (R) | 
61 | 59 | 86 | 88 4 McCarthy (D) | 64 
3 George (R) ‘ 
84 1 Abernethy (D) 153 
2 Scrivner (R) 
76 | 74 89} 5 Bolling (D) 
7 Haley 5 Spence (D) 180 [100 2 Curtis (R) 
6w 
6 Rogers (D) * 2 Boggs (D) 80 11 Moulder (D) 
iCamp OD) > 7} 1 © + Morrison Yast 6] 39142] 76] 78] 2 Ewart 





2 Pilcher (D) * [54 | 8 [71 [73 }92 5 Passman (D) | 4 | 18 } | 66 | 1 Metcalf (D) 

5 Davis D) ’ 7 67 |69 } 7 Thompson (D) 3 | 39) 51 NEBRASKA 

3 Forrester (D) 7 79 {79 3 Willis (D) I 21 6 | 1 Curtis (R) 

*--Not eligible for all roll calls. Party-Voting percentage scores are calculated on basis of 
vote eligibility. See n. 1269 to determine number of roll calls for which eligible. 
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And Party Unity 


1. Number of votes Cast in agreement with majority of Repre- Party-Unity score, 1954 Percentage of 29 Party-Unity roll 

sentative’s party in 1954 calls on which -- when he took a stand -- a Representative 
stood with the majority of his party by voting, pairing, an 

Number of votes Cast in disagreement with majority of Repre- nouncing his stand, or answering the Ci) Poll Party-Unity 

sentative’s party in 1954 votes are roll calis on which the majority of Republicans who 
voted disagreed with the majority of Democrats who cast 

Party-Voting score, 1954 Percentage of the 76 roll calls on ballots 

which Representative voted in agreement with majority of his 

party Divide figure in Column | by 76, except for some foot- Party-Unity score, 83rd Congress, 1953-54. Percentage of 66 

noted Representatives, who were eligible for fewer than 76 Party-Unity roll calls on which -- when he took a stand 

roll call a Representative stood with the majority of his party. None 
of the Party-Unity roll calls on which a Representative failed 

Party-Voting score, 83rd Congress, 1953-54. Percentage of the to take a stand are charged as ‘‘times at bat 

147 roll calls on which Representative voted in agreement with 

majority of his party, (Percentages of footnoted Representa- 

tives are based on fewer than 147 roll calls.) 
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Senate: Party Voting, Party Unity 


. Number of votes cast in agreement with majority of Senator's 
party in 1954. 


2. Number of votes cast indisagreement with majority of Senator’s 


party in 1954. 


. Party-Voting score, 1954. Percentage of the 171 roll calls on 
which Senator voted in agreement with majority of his party. 


(Divide figure in Column | by 171, except for some footnoted 
Senators, who were eligible for fewer than 171 roll calls.) 


. Party-Voting score, 83rd Congress, 1953-54. Percentage of 
the 260 roll calls on which Senator voted in agreement with 


Welker 


majority of his party. (Percentages of footnoted Senators are 
based dn fewer than 260 roll calls.) 


. Party-Unity score, 1954. Percentage of 29 Party-Unity roll 


calls on which -- when he took a stand -- a Senator stood with 
the majority of his party by voting, pairing, announcing his 
stand, or answering the CQ Poll. (Party-Unity votes are roll 
calls on which the majority of Republicans who voted disagreed 
with the majority of Democrats who cast ballots.) 


. Party-Unity score, 83rd Congress, 1953-54. Percentage of the 


128 Party-Unity roll calls on which -- whenhe took a stand -- 
a Senator stood with the majority of his party. None of the 
Party-Unity roll calls on which a Senator failedto take a stand 
are charged as ‘‘times at bat.”’ 


*--Not eligible for all roll calls. Party-Voting percentage scores are calculated on basis of 
vote eligibility. See p..1269 to determine number of roll calls for which eligible. 
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pressures on congress 





PRESSURE POINTS 


Power, The Federal Power Act should be amended 
to eliminate duplicate regulation by the federal govern- 
ment, Harold Quinton, president of the Edison Electric 
Institute, said Oct. 6. Changes are required, he said, in 
the ‘‘interests of common justice to the customers of the 
electric power companies.’’ Quinton said federal power 
projects should be subject to local taxes and be required 
to pay such sums as would be paid as taxes by private 
enterprise. He added that tax exemptions for power util- 
ities operated by states and local governments should be 
removed, ‘‘Many...restrictions and discriminations,’’ 
said Quinton, ‘‘have been built into federal laws to handi- 
cap, discourage and drive private capital away from the 
power business.”’ 


Farm. Homer L, Brinkley, executive vice-presi- 
dent of the National Council of Farmer Cooperatives, 
Oct. 6 urged the establishment of a Foreign Economic 
Board. Lecturing on foreign policy at the U.S, Depart- 
ment of Agriculture Graduate School, Brinkley said such 
a board would be ‘‘a proper vehicle for a sound and broad- 
ly comprehensive approach toour foreign economic prob- 
lems.’’ Brinkley said Congress has power to establish 
broad policies governing foreign economic relations, but 
administration ‘‘should be turned over to the Foreign 
Economic Board.’’ 


Nuclear Group. The American Nuclear Society, a 
group ‘‘representative of all scientific disciplines en- 
gaged in research, development and application of nu- 
clear technology,’’ was formed in New York Oct. Ll. 
Members of the organizing committee included Dr. J, G. 
Beckerley, Schlumberger Will Survey Company; Prof. 
W. M. Breazeale, Pennsylvania State University; Dr. 
Karl Cohn, Walter Kidde Nuclear Laboratories; Richard 
Doan, Phillips Petroleum Company; Prof. G. Failla, 
Columbia University; Walter Friend, Ebasco Services; 
Dr. K, H, Kingdon, General Electric Company; Philip 
Sporn, American Gas and Electric Co.; Dean E, B, 
Stason, University of Michigan Law School and Dr. A.M. 
Weinberg, Oak Ridge National Laboratory. The group 
said one of its purposes is the ‘‘integrationand advance- 
ment of nuclear science and technology through the inter - 
change of information and ideas in all fields of research 
utilizing nuclear techniques."’ The group’s first technical 
conference will be held at Pennsylvania State University 
June 27-29, 





Postal Clerks. The National Federation of Post 
Office Clerks told GOP National Chairman Leonard Hall 
Oct. 10 that campaign material on postal salary legisla- 
tion furnished candidates was ‘‘a direct slap in the face 
for most GOP Congressmen and Senators."’ E, C, Hall- 
beck, the NFPOC’s legislative director, also protested 
that the GOP National Committee has ‘‘litthe sympathy 
for the economic condition of Post Office employees.’’ 





American Assembly. Delegates at the sixth annual 
meeting of the American Assembly Oct. 11 recommended 
that President Eisenhower appoint a commission of ‘‘out- 
standing citizens’’ to study the government’s loyalty- 





security program and take it ‘‘out of politics.’’ Other 
recommendations approved by the 54 leaders in govern- 
ment, business, labor and education included protection 
of career government workers from political involve- 
ment, revision of veteran preference in federal service, 
higher salaries in top civil service grades to attract un- 
usually able employees, and removal of incompetents from 
the federal service. 


Highways. The five-man Presidential Highway Ad- 
visory Committee headed by Gen. Lucius D, Clay took 
testimony Oct. 7-8 from 21 national organizations inter- 
ested in roads. Among those testifying were the Associa- 
tion of American Railroads, American Municipal Asso- 
ciation, American Trucking Association, American Pet- 
roleum Institute, National Association of Township Offi- 
cials and Associated General Contractors of America. 
Clay said Oct. 8 committee members were considering 
recommending bigger federal contributions through a 
lending agency patterned after the old RFC, The com- 
mittee is due to make its report by the end of the year. 


Dixon-Yates. Public Power, the official organ of 
the American Public Power Association, Oct. LO charged 
that the proposed Dixon-Yates power contract would pro- 
vide a pattern for the ‘‘ultimate destruction’’ of the Ten- 
nessee Valley Authority's power program. The publica- 
tion said the Dixon-Yates ‘‘deal’’ will cost the govern- 
ment at least $92,125,000 more than other proposals. In 
an editorial in the same issue, the magazine declared 
that it is ‘‘time to drop Dixon-Yates’’ because ‘‘the con- 
tract is costly... represents bad government administra- 
tion... (and) is bad for the power distributors and the 
people of the TVA area.’" (See CQ Weekly Report, p. 
1260.) 


ADA, The Americans for Democratic Action Oct. 
11 demanded that the Civil Service Commission give a 
breakdown of the number of ‘‘Communists and Commu- 
nist agents’’ dismissed from the government, or with- 
draw its figures on ‘‘security risk’’ firings. (See CQ 
Weekly Report, p. 1274.) The request was made by James 
E, Doyle, national co-chairman of ADA, He said a break- 
down should be given or an admission made that there is 
‘‘no evidence of successful Communist infiltration into 
our government.”’ 


Coal. The United Mine Workers Journal Oct, | cri- 
ticized the Foreign Operations Administration's plan to 
ship 10 million tons of coal overseas as ‘‘excellent poli- 
ical propaganda,’’ UMW said it fears that the shipments 
will knock out private exports which the coal industry is 
now selling abroad, 


Poultry. The National Poultry Farmers’ Association 
met in Washington Oct. 13 to map plans to gain govern- 
ment aid in bolstering growers’ prices of chickens and 
eggs. The Agriculture Department has authority to sup- 
port prices of poultry products, but has declined to do so, 
NPFA delegates selected committees to confer with Ag- 
riculture Department officials, CIO, AFI, National Far- 
mers’ Union, and Democratic and Republican National 
Committees, 
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WILSON SPARKS CAMPAIGN ISSUE 


Defense Secretary Charles E, Wilson provided a new 
campaign issue Oct, 11 when he tolda Detroit press con- 
ference that while he had ‘ta lot of sympathy’’ for the 
jobless in surplus labor areas, he had always ‘‘liked bird 
dogs better than kennel-fed dogs ... You know, one who'll 
get out and hunt for food rather than sit on his fanny and 
yell.”* (See Capitol Quotes, p. ii.) 


A plea had been made to him ‘‘a little over a year 
ago” for defense contracts for a labor surplus area, Wil- 
son said, on the ground that since the draft had been re- 
duced, a number of young men who would otherwise have 
gone to Korea were unemployed, Wilson told reporters: 
‘*The idea that a 19-year-old boy could be drafted and 
sent to Korea to be shot at and he didn't have enough 
gumption to go LOO miles and get himself a job -- I don’t 
go for that.” 


A barrage of protests erupted beginning in Michigan. 
Sen, Homer Ferguson (R Mich.) said he realized unem- 
ployment is a ‘‘calamity’’ and ‘‘can be beyond the con- 
trol of any individual.’’ Ferguson's Senate opponent, 
Patrick V, McNamara (1D) said Wilson’s quotation ‘‘can 
be compared to Maric Antoinette’s when she was toid 
the starving people had no bread. She said, also with a 
yrin, ‘Let them eat cakel’ '' CIO National President 
Walter P, Reuther sent a five-page telegram to Presi- 
dent Eisenhower in Denver, demanding that Wilson ‘‘pub- 
licly retract’’ the statement or “‘be asked to retire from 
public life."’ John Teikens, Michigan GOP state chair- 
man, termed Reuther’s telegram ‘‘the outcry by the So- 
cialist master of the Democratic Party,’’ and called it 
‘the sheerest demagoguery.’’ He said he would ‘‘match 
Secretary Wilson's concern for his neighbors and friends 
who are temporarily out of work against Reuther's any 
time.”’ 





! ISENHOWER’S STATEMENT 


ln Denver, President Eisenhower issued the follow- 
ing statement: ‘‘I have never found him (Wilson) in the 
slightest degree indifferent to human misfortunes. This 
Administration respects the dignity and is concerned with 
the welfare and prosperity of all our nation’s citizens.”’ 


Some Republican Senators and Congressmen up for 
re-election in surplus labor areas took another view. 
Sen. Leverett Saltonstall (R Mass.), Chairman of the 
Senate Armed Services Committee, said: ‘‘!I heartily 
disagree with him. I'm sorry he made the remark, It’s 
unfair to many of our good citizens.’’ Sen, Irving M, Ives 
(R N.Y.), the GOP gubernatorial candidate, said ‘‘] wholly 
disapprove’’ of Wilson's remark, which Ives said ‘‘indi- 
cates a lack of understanding of conditions as they are."’ 
Rep. Shepard J, Crumpacker (R Ind.) said he considered 
Wilson ‘‘too great a burden for any Administration to 
carry.’’ Both he and Rep. James C, Auchincloss (R N.J.) 
asked for Wilson’s resignation. Ex-Rep. Clifford P. 
Case (R _N.J,) said Wilson’s comment, as quoted by the 
newspapers, was ‘‘simply incomprehensible.'’ Case said 
he disassociated himself from ‘‘the type of thinking it 
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could be taken to imply.’’ Gov. William G, Stratton (2) 
of Illinois issued a statement Oct. 13 suggesting that Wil- 
son cancel his scheduled address at a $100-a-plate GOP 
fund-raising dinner in Chicago. Wilson, however, refused 
to cancel the talk, and Stratton introduced him. 


WILSON’S APOLOGY 


At the start of his talk, Wilson said; ‘‘.,.1 am soriy 
...l made inept remarks...] admit that | made.,..an unfor- 
tunate mistake -- bringing up those bird dogs at the time 
I was talking about people ... My remarks were distorted 
by our left-wing opponents...’’ On Oct. 12, he said je 
‘‘certainly intended no invidious comparisons.’’ Vice 
President Richard M, Nixon said that ‘‘deeds are mo:e 
important than words,”’ and that the Eisenhower Admin- 
istration ‘‘wants the unemployed to know it is directly 
concerned with their plight.’’ Secretary of Labor James 
P, Mitchell said Wilson's remark ‘‘might have been mis- 
interpreted.’’ Sen. Alexander Wiley (R Wis.) said people 
should worry more about foreign affairs and less about 
“‘petty politics.’’ Rep. John Taber (R N.Y.) said he was 
sure Wilson did not mean to ‘‘insult’’ the unemployed, 
but said he felt Wilson merely was trying to inspire them 
to follow the lead of industry and ‘‘try to find something 
to do”’ in a slack period. 





Democrats who took exception to Wilson’s remarks 
included National Chairman Stephen A, Mitchell, Sens. 
Paul H, Douglas (Ill.), Guy M, Gillette (lowa), Earle C, 
Clements (Ky.), [lerbert H, Lehman (N,Y.), Theodore 
Francis Green (R.I.), Olin D, Johnston (S.C,) and Henry 
M, Jackson (Wash.): Reps. Charles R, Howell (N,J.) and 
Emanuel Celler (N.Y.); Gov. Lawrence W, Wetherby of 
Kentucky, former Vice President Alben W, Barkley, 
Senate nominee in Kentucky, and Averell Harriman, 
nominee for governor in New York. 


REDS IN GOVERNMENT 


The Civil Service Commission announced Oct, 11 
that 6,926 suspected security risks on federal payrolls 
were dismissed or resigned between May 28, 1953, and 
June 30, 1954. The report followed repeated public state- 
ments by Vice President Richard M, Nixon that ‘‘thou- 
sands of Communists, subversives and security risks’’ 
had been ‘‘removed’’ by the Eisenhower Administration. 
(See CQ Weekly Report, p. 1256.) 


The announcement said 2,611 were fired, with 4,315 
resigning while adverse security information was in theit 
personnel files. The report said 1,743 employees with 
subversive data in their files were eliminated, but it did 
not say how many were fired and how many resigned. 
Dismissals or resignations, the report added, affected 
5,183 sexual perverts, drunks, persons with criminal 
records or other character defects, and employees found 
to be insane or undesirable for other reasons. Under 
the Eisenhower Administration’s security program, such 
employees are characterized as ‘‘security risks”’ as 
well as those directly accused of subversive associa- 
tions. The report was broken down into subtotals for 
the 67 government departments and agencies, 





The report caused Republican and Democratic char- 
ges and countercharges. Democratic Chairman Mitchell 
termed it a ‘‘numbers racket,’’ a ‘‘hoax,’’ and a ‘‘des- 
perate new effort to fool the public’’ in an election cam- 
paign. (For ADA comment, see CQ Weekly Report, 
p. 1273.) 


CLARIFICATION URGED 


Sen. Olin D, Johnston (D S.C.), ranking Democrat on 
the Senate Post Office and Civil Service Committee, called 
the new figures ‘‘merely a continuation of the Adminis- 
tration’s numbers racket.’’ He said he would demand 
that the Committee ‘‘hold prompt hearings on these new 
claims”’ before election day ‘‘to get the facts about them 
under oath from the Administration officials who are 
making these claims.’’ Rep. Edward H, Rees (R Kan.), 
Chairman of the House Post Office and Civil Service Com- 
mittee, set Oct. 20 as a deadline fora report by the Civil 
Service Commission ‘‘setting forth specifically what 
constitutes subversive actions which are the basis for 
separation of federal employees under a security pro- 
gram.”’ 








Leonard W, Hall, Republican National Chairman, 
said the figures show ‘‘this Administration is cleaning 
up instead of covering up,’’ and said they leave Mitchell 
‘tholding the bag.’’ Hall said that the elimination of 
6,926 subversives and security risks from the govern- 
ment ‘‘represents the best argument for the election of 
a Republican-controlled House and Senate next month,”’ 


PRESIDENT'S SPEECH 


In an Oct. 8 Denver broadcast, President Eisenhower 
called on Americans of all political faiths to give him a 
Republican Congress to prevent ‘‘a cold war of partisan 
politics’’ in Washington. 


‘‘History shows,’’ Mr. Eisenhower said, ‘‘that when 
the executive and legislative branches are politically in 
conflict, politics in Washington runs riot, In these con- 
ditions, the public good goes begging while politics is 
played for politics’ sake. Progress slows orstops. For 
partisan reasons, good laws are pigeonholed. For par- 
tisan reasons, bad laws are passed. Meanwhile, in the 
eyes of the world, we appear divided in council and un- 
certain in purpose.”’ 


informed the 


Democratic Congressional leaders 
President Oct. 9 that his ‘‘cold war of partisan politics 
statement constituted ‘‘an unwarranted and unjust attack”’ 
on Democrats, who had ‘‘done so much to cooperate with 
your Administration and to defend your program from 
attacks by members and leaders of your own party.’’ 
Senate Minority Leader Lyndon B, Johnson (D Tex.) and 
House Minority Leader Sam Rayburn(D Tex.) telegraphed 
Mr. Eisenhower that ‘‘it takes two belligerents to make 
a war.’’ They added ‘‘there will be no war conducted by 
the Democrats when we gain control of both Houses of 
Congress unless it is initiated by the executive branch,’’ 


DEMOCRATS vs. NIXON 
The Democratic National Committee Oct. 7 cited 10 
instances in which it said Vice President Richard M, 
Nixon, when a Member of Congress, had voted against 


President Eisenhower's stand on ‘‘major issues.’’ (For 
similar charges against House Speaker Joseph W, Mar- 
tin, Jr., see CQ Weekly Report, p. 1236.) 





The Committee's ‘‘memorandum”’ dealt with Nixon's 
votes as a Republican Representative and Senator from 
California in 1947-52 on such issues as foreign policy, 
military aid, public housing, farm, labor and tax policy 
and Congressional investigations. The memorandum is 
being distributed to Democratic leaders along Nixon's 
current campaign route, the Committee said. 


STATE ROUNDUP 


ALASKA; Delegate E, L, Bartlett (D) of Juneau was 
re-elected to a sixth term, and Democrats won control 
of both Houses of the Territorial legislature inthe Alaska 
general election Oct, 12, Bartlett ran up a three-to-one 
margin over Mrs. Barbara Dimock, GOP member of the 
legislature from Anchorage. ‘‘Alaska almost always has 
pointed the way the nation will vote in November,’’ Bart- 
lett said. ‘‘This makes it thoroughly sure the Democrats 
will organize the National House of Representatives by 
some 30 seats.” 





HAWAII Delegate Mary Elizabeth Farrington (R), 


who won a special election July 31 to succeed her late 
husband as Hawaii’s delegate to Congress, and John A, 
Burns (D), the Democratic nominee for Delegate in 1950, 
were unopposed for their party nominations in the Oct, 
2 primary. Both are of Honolulu. 


MASSACHUSETTS; Appearing Oct. 7 on a telecast 
with State Treasurer Foster Furcolo, Democratic candi- 
date for the other Massachusetts Senate seat, and State 
Rep. Robert F, Murphy, Democratic gubernatorial nomi- 
nee, Sen. John F, Kennedy (D), said: ‘‘I wish you, Bob, 
and the entire Democratic ticket every success in No- 
vember.’’ Francis X, Morrissey, a Kennedy secretary, 
said Oct. 11 that Kennedy purposely did not mention 
Furcolo by name. Robert Kennedy, a brother, said Oct 
1! that the Senator ‘‘is a Democrat and supports the 
Democratic ticket.’’ 





MINNESOTA; Frank P, Ryan, Minneapolis attorney 
and leader of an anti-Humphrey faction within the Dem- 
ocratic-Farmer-Labor Party, Oct. 8 qualified by petition 
as a ‘‘liberal-independent’’ candidate for the seat of Sen. 
Hubert _H, Humphrey (D). A State Supreme Court deci- 


sion ordered that Ryan's name be placed on the ballot. 


NEW JERSEY; Sen. Joseph R, McCarthy (R Wis.) 
told reporters Oct. 13 that he is supporting ‘‘all of the 
Republican candidates with one exception,’’ The excep- 
tion is ex-Rep. Clifford P, Case (R), GOP Senate nomi- 
nee in New Jersey. McCarthy said he opposes Case, 
not because of remarks the candidate has made about 
him, ‘‘but for other reasons | think will be made public 
before the election.’’ 








NEW_YORK; Reports from communities across 
the state indicate about 10 per cent fewer voters regis- 
tered for the Nov. 2 election than in 1950, the last year 
a Governor was elected, 
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SUPREME COURT VACANCY 


The death of Associate Justice Robert H, Jackson 
opens the way for President Eisenhower to name his 
second appointee to the U.S, Supreme Court. The ap- 
pointment must be confirmed by the Senate. 

Jackson, 62, died in Washington Oct. 9 of a heart 
attack, He was named to the nation’s highest tribunal in 
1941 after serving for 17 months as U.S, attorney gen- 
eral, He took leave of absence from the bench in 1945 
to serve as U.S, prosecutor of German war criminals at 
the Nuermberg trials, 

Chief Justice Earl Warren, Mr. Eisenhower's first 
appointee to the Court, paid tribute to Jackson as ‘‘an 
able lawyer, statesman and jurist.’ Warren and Asso- 
ciate Justice Harold H, Burton are the only Republicans 
on the Court. 

While the White House gave no indication who Jack- 
son’s successor would be, discussion centered around 
Attorney General Hlerbert Brownell, Jr., New York's re- 
tiring Gov. Thomas Ek, Dewey, and Secretary of State 
John Foster Dulles. 

Sen. John C, Stennis (D Miss.), a former circuit 
judge, said Oct. 11 he thought judicial experience must 
be ‘‘an essential clement’’ in any appointment, He said 
he would raise that question during Senate consideration 
of Mr. Eisenhower's appointee. 


NATIONALISTS CONVICTED 


Thirteen Puerto Rican Nationalists Oct. 12 were 
convicted in New York federal court of seditious con- 
spiracy to overthrow the U, S, government. Four of the 
13 already had been convicted of wounding five Congress- 
men last March | in a shooting spree in the House of 
Representatives. (See CQ Weekly Report, pp. 295, 796.) 
Lach defendant faces a maximum penalty of six years in 
prison and a $5,000 fine. 





PETERSEN ARREST 


Joseph S, Petersen, Jr., a former scientist in the 
top-secret National Security Agency, was arrested by the 
BI Oct, 9 on charges of ‘‘improperly obtaining secret 
documents connected with national defense.’’ His bail, 
originally set at $25,000, was reduced to $10,000 on Oct. 
12, and he was freed after posting that amount. 

Petersen, 40, of Arlington, Va., was charged with 
removing documents from the NSA ‘‘with intent or reason 
to believe that the information was to be used to the in- 
jury of the United States or to the advantage of a foreign 
nation.’’ Neither the name of the foreign nation nor the 
type of documents Petersen allegedly removed was re- 
vealed, 


CONGRESSIONAL BRIEFS 
SENATE SESSION 
Senate Majority Leader William F, Knowland (R 
Calif.) said Oct. 9 he anticipates a vote on censure char- 


ges against Sen. Joseph R, McCarthy (R Wis.) within 
‘fa week or two"' after the Senate reconvenes Nov. 8. 
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Knowland said he and Minority Leader Lyndon B. 
Johnson (D Tex.) have agreed informally that no legisla- 
tion will be considered during the special session, He 
added there will be neither ‘‘necessity...nor desire’’ to 
take up foreign policy matters such asthe Southeast Asia 
treaty or the nine-power pact to rearm West Germany. 
(See CQ Weekly Report, pp. 1262, 1165.) 


McCARTHY CENSURE 


Sen. Robert C, Hendrickson (R N.J.) said Oct. 12 
he will not vote to censure Sen. Joseph R, McCarthy (R 
Wis.) on a charge that McCarthy denounced him in ‘‘vul- 
gar and insulting’’ language. 

A Senate select committee recommended that McCar- 
thy be censured for calling Hendrickson ‘‘a living miracle 
without brains or guts.’’ (For committee’s recommen- 
dations, see CQ Weekly Report, pp. 1241 ff.) 

Hendrickson said McCarthy's statement was ‘“‘undig- 
nified...but I certainly don’t carry any resentment.’’ He 
declined to say how he would vote on the other censure 
charges against McCarthy. 

Sen. Homer [:, Capehart (R Ind.) said Oct. 10 he will 
vote to dismiss the censure charges. Sen. Frank A, 
Barrett (R Wyo.) said Oct, 11 the Senate is setting ‘‘a 
very dangerous precedent’’ in considering the charges, 
but he declined to give his opinion on the outcome. 











EXECUTIVE BRIEFS 
NUT IMPORT LEVY 


President Eisenhower Oct. 11 ordered new import 
fees on almonds and filberts to protect the domestic 
market. The President signed a proclamation imposing 
a fee of LO cents a pound on almond imports over five 
million pounds, and a similar fee on filbert imports over 
six million pounds. Both fees are effective through 
Sept. 30, 1955. 


WOOL PRICE SUPPORTS 


Secretary of Agriculture [:zra Taft Benson Oct, 12 
announced a one-sixth increase in the Department's 
price support for next year’s wool crop, Growers will 
be guaranteed an average reiurn of 62 cents a pound, 
compared with 53.2 cents a pound for this year’s crop. 


RECESS APPOINTMENT 


The President Oct. 11 named, by recess appointment, 
Vance Brand of Ohio to be a member of the board of di- 
rectors of the Export-Import Bank of Washington. 


FARM SURPLUSES 


The Agriculture Department said Oct. 8 the federal 
investment in farm surpluses stored under price-support 
programs was $5,980,269,000 July 31, a decline of 
$25,242,000 from the June 30 level. The Department 
said it lost about $41 million on price support operations 
during July. (See CQ Weekly Report, p. 1215.) 
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Hearings 
INTERNAL SECURITY 


Committee. Senate Judiciary Subcommittee on In- 
ternal Security. 

Held Hearing Oct. 13 on alleged communism in 
Pennsylvania, particularly the Lehigh and Bucks County 
areas, with Sen. Herman Welker (R Idaho) presiding. 

Testimony. Herman E, Thomas, of Allentown, Pa. 
said: 

He was an FBI undercover agent in the Communist 
Party for nearly 10 years after being a Communist from 
1937-39 

He knew of about 230 persons who were past or 
current members of the Party in eastern Pennsylvania 

Communists had infiltrated key industries in the 
area, and considered steel, electricity and transportation 
major targets 

Communists tried hard to defeat an election bid by 
Rep. Francis E, Walter (D Pa.), 

Thomas was interviewed by Subcommittee staff mem- 
bers Oct. 11 and testified in closed session Oct. 12. 


COFFEE PRICES 


Committee. Senate Banking and Currency Special 
Subcommittee to Investigate Coffee Prices. 

Resumed Hearings Oct. 12-13 oncharges that market 
manipulation was responsible for increased coffee prices. 
(See CQ Weekly Report, p. 459.) 

Testimony. Oct. 12. Gustavo Lobo, Jr., president 
of the New York Coffee and Sugar Exchange, said: 

The Federal Trade Commission's July report, on 
which an Oct. 11 complaint was based (see box, adjoining 
column), was ‘‘biased and inaccurate’’ 

The Exchange would oppose efforts to impose federal 
regulation of its trading 

There was no improper manipulation that was respon- 
sible for price rises 

Edward F, Howrey, FTC chairman, said the FTC 
investigation was ‘‘a competent job, and honest job,"’ 

Leon Israel, Jr., vice-president of the Exchange, 
said: 

He had over-estimated the impact of frost on the 
supply of Brazilian coffee, noting that supplies had re- 
covered faster than he had thought likely 

Coffee prices ‘‘should’’ decline unless consumption 
rises more than expected. 

Claud L, Horn, of the Agriculture Department’s 
Foreign Agricultural Service, said there was no real 
coffee shortage to justify price rises early in 1954. 

Chairman J, Glenn Beall (R Md.), said: 

Coffee price rises cost American consumers about 
$293 million from January to August 











‘There is no evidence of a coffee shortage...to 
justify the increase in price’’ 

He would recommend federal regulation of the Ex- 
change, establishment of a reliable coffee crop estimat- 
ing service, encouragement of expanded coffee produc- 
tion outside Brazil, and international cooperation to im- 
prove coffee quality and yield. 

Oct. 13. Douglas B, Bagnell, chief ofthe Compliance 
and Trade Practice Division, Commodity Exchange 
Authority, Agriculture Department, said: 

CEA could handle regulation of the Exchange, but 
conceded there would be some special problems because 
coffee is an import. 

Background. The Senate voted for regulation of 
coffee trading twice during 1954, passing S 1386 and 
agreeing to an amendment to HR 6435. (See CQ Weekly 
Report, pp. 182, 805.) Neither piece of legislation won 
the House’s approval. 


SCHOOL, CONSTRUCTION 


Committee, House Education and Labor Special 
Subcommittee on Federal Aid for School Construction, 

Concluded Hearings Oct. 8 with the testimony of 
Dr. Samuel N. Brownell, Commissioner of Education. 

Background, An emergency school construction bill 
(S 2601) was reported (S Rept. 1771) July 9, 1953, but 
failed to receive action, (See CQ Weekly Report, p. 888.) 

Testimony. Brownell took the positicn that respon- 
sibility for Building schools rested principally with 
state and local authorities, ‘All states have the fiscal 
resources and the legal authority to spend much more 
for school construction than they do at present,’’ Brownell 
said. ‘‘Recent reduction in federal taxes provides each 
state with a greater margin in tax capacity.,.that could 
be used for school buildings."’ 


HOUSING PROBE 


Committee. Senate Banking and Currency. 

Suspended Hearings Oct. 8 on alleged irregularities 
in the federal housing program. (See CQ Weekly Re- 
port, p. 1259.) 

Testimony, Oct, 8. Arthur M, Chaite, a Washing- 
ton, D.C,, attorney and former employee of the Fed- 
eral Housing Administration: 

Said he could not recall in detail what became of about 
$90,000 received from building interests headed by lan 
Woodner of Washington 











FTC Complaint 


The Federal Trade Commission charged Oct, 11 
that coffee traders ‘‘promoted substantial increases”’ 
in prices through illegal agreements to ‘‘restrict 
and restrain’’ futures trading and actual sales of 
coffee. Named in the complaint were the New York 
Coffee and Sugar Exchange, Inc.; four of its officers; 
eight of its members and the New York Coffee and 
Sugar Clearing Association, Inc. They were given 
20 days to answer. Leon Israel, Jr., vice-president 
of the Exchange, denied the charges. (For Senate 
committee hearings on the price rise, see adjoining 
column.) 
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(Chaite had testified that he had received about 
$66,000 from the Woodner interests, but the Committee 
confronted him with evidence that he had received checks 
totaling $155,610 -- about $90,000 more than the figure 
he had quoted) 

Denied giving any money to Clyde L, Powell, former 
FHA assistant commissioner 

Identified some of the checks from Woodner as re- 
imbursement for travel expenses and for purchases of 
real estate. 

Albert Stark and Harry Bart, builders from Balti- 
more: 

Said they made about $1,115,000 in ‘‘windfall’’ 
profits on FHA-insured projects in Baltimore and at the 
Army’s Edgewood Arsenal 

Said no income taxes were paid on $790,000 of the 
‘‘windfali’’ profits 

Were excused from answering questions on payments 
to FHA officials, on grounds that answers might preju- 
dice their trial on an indictment charging them with mak- 
ing a false statement to the FBI. 

John H, Hill, of Charleston, W. Va., said: 

He and R, Emerson Carson of Charleston consulted 
McCormack and Marshall Diggs, a Washington attorney, 
about a defense housing project 

He paid $5,000 -- without making clear whether Mc- 
Cormack or Diggs was the recipient -- for help in get- 
ting a federal mortgage commitment, but got a partial 
refund after bringing suit because ‘‘I paid for services 
I didn’t receive."’ 

Diggs said; 

McCormack brought him 12 clients who were in- 
terested in defense housing projects 

Each of the 12 paid him $5,000, one received a 
full refund, and McCormack got a 50 per cent commission. 

Dr. Samuel D, Gottlieb, of Washington, a former 
dentist who became a builder: 

Said he made a ‘‘windfall’’ profit of about $1 million 
on the District Heights apartment project in a Maryland 
suburb 

Said he paid no income tax on the ‘‘windfall’’ 

Denied giving Powell or any other federal official 
anything except Christmas gifts. 

Samuel Block, a Washington public relations man, 
said Woodner paid him about $10,000, but the builder 
got no service in return, beyond consultation on pending 
housing legislation. 

Chairman Homer E, Capehart (R Ind.): 

Said he had been subjected to ‘‘pressure’’ to forego 
investigation of reports that fees had been paid to Mc- 
Cormack and Diggs 

Requested a Government Accounting Office audit of 
the books of the Shelby Construction Company of New 
Orleans 

Related Developments, Oct. 6. Federal District 
Judge F, Dickinson Letts refused to quash a subpena for 
Powell's appearance before the grand jury. According to 
attorneys, Powell and John-B, Keleher resorted to the 
Fifth Amendment in declining to answer questions before 
the grand jury. At Judge Letts’ ruling, Powell later 
answered questions about official diaries, reportedly 
testifying that he took no official documents with him 
when he left FHA, 

Oct. 11, Powell again was ordered to answer specific 
questions about official documents. 

Oct, 13. The Justice Department announced crea- 
tion of a new unit to coordinate civil legal matters stem- 
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ming from the probe. It will study the possibility of re- 
ducing rents which were based on inflated mortgages in 
‘*windfali’’ cases. 


POWER CONTRACT 


Committee, Joint Atomic Energy. 

Postponed Hearings. Sen. Bourke B, Hickenlooper 
(R Iowa), named to preside at hearings to review the 
proposed Dixon-Yates contract, announced Oct. 8 that the 
hearings would not start Oct. 13 as scheduled. 

Background, See CQ Weekly Report, pp. 1260 ff. 

Hickenlooper said telegrams were being sent to 
Committee members suggesting Nov. 4, two days after 
election, as a starting date for hearings. He added that 
the postponement was suggested by both Republicans and 
Democrats on the Committee. 

Related Developments. The Securities and Exchange 
Commission Oct. 7 reported to the Senate Judiciary Anti- 
Monopoly Subcommittee that it found bookkeeping methods 
and financial operation of the Mississippi Power and 
Light Company in conformance with federal reguiations. 
The company is a subsidiary of Middle South Utilities, 
headed by E. H. Dixon. J. D. Stietenroth, an ousted 
officer of the Mississippi company, said the firm had 
carried out irregular practices at the direction of Mid- 
dle South. (See CQ Weekly Report; pp. 1244 ff.) 

Mississippi Power and Light Oct. 14 filed a formal 
denial with the SEC to Stietenroth’s charges that it kept 
two sets of books and had inadequate financial reserves. 
The firm, seeking SEC approval of a $4.5 million stock 
refinancing, filed an amended registration and asked for 
an immediate ruling. The SEC declined to take the de- 
sired immediate action. 

The St. Louis Post-Dispatch reported Oct. 12 that 
the contract, terms of which have not been made public, 
contains provisions giving the private power syndicate 
‘‘a virtual risk-free guarantee of earning nine per cent 
on invested capital of $5.5 million.’’ The newspaper said 
the contract draft supports charges that the Dixon-Yates 
combine is given a ‘‘risk-free proposition.’’ The news- 
paper said Oct. 14 that the Justice Department had failed 
to answer the AEC'’s request for an opinion on the 
legality of the proposed contract. 

The Atomic Energy Commission and the Rural 
Electrification Administration issued a statement Oct. 11 
promising to make benefits of the atomic energy program 
available to farms ‘‘at the earliest practicable moment,”’ 
in line with the Atomic Energy Act’s provision requiring 
preferential treatment to cooperative users in disposal 
of electric power generated under AEC programs. 











COMMUNIST AGGRESSION 


Committee, Units of the Special House Committee on 
Communist Aggression. 

Held Hearings Oct. 11-14 in New York on subjuga- 
tion of peoples in the Soviet Union; and Oct. 14 in Los 
Angeles on communism in Latin America. 

Testimony. Oct. ll. (New York) With Rep. Michael 
A, Fe n (D Ohio) presiding, Petro Pavlovych, former - 
y o Ukraine, discussed evidence of the execution 
of 9,079 persons in the Ukrainian city of Vinnitsa be- 
tween 1988 and 1940. 

Oct. 14. (Los Angeles) With Rep. Patrick J. Hill- 

(R Celif.) presiding, heard Raymond G. Ledby, 
cer in charge of Central American affairs for the 
State Department. 











congressional quiz 





. Q--I understand the political party in power cus- 
tomarily loses seats in a mid-term election; 
what is the average number of seats lost? 


A--The average number of seats lost inthe House 
is about 40; in the Senate, about four or five, ac- 
cording to a tabulation based on ‘‘Factual Cam- 
paign Information,’’ an official Senate pamphlet 
printed for the use of the Office of Secretary of 
the Senate, which lists party breakdowns from one 
Congress to the next, since 1855. Inonly one mid- 
term election -- during Franklin D, Roosevelt's 
first Administration in 1934 -- did the party in 
power gain seats in both Senate and House. 


Q--Has the party in power ever gained Senate 
seats while losing House seats at a mid-term 
election? 


A--After the 1906 mid-term, the Republicans 
dropped 28 House seats, while gaining three in 
the Senate. In and after the 1914 voting, Demo- 
crats lost 59 seats in the House but gained five in 
the Senate. Despite these losses, neither party 
lost its House control. However,these figures do 
not solely reflect losses or gains as a direct re- 
sult of general elections, but include any other 
changes during a two-year period. For those 
years Congress has no figures reflecting only 
losses or gains in general elections. 


. Q--Is there any provision in the Atomic Energy 
Act by which Congress could block the signing of 
the proposed Dixon-Yates contract? 


A--The contract to provide replacement power 
in the Tennessee Valley Authority area which 
President Eisenhower asked be negotiated be- 
tween the Atomic Energy Commission and the so- 
called Dixon-Yates private power combine must 
be reviewed by the Joint Congressional Atomic 
Energy Committee before it is signed, But aides 
say the Committee is not empowered by the Act 
to block the contract. The law says contracts 
‘‘entered into by the Commission...shall be sub- 
mitted to the Joint Committee and a period of 30 
days shall elapse while Congress is in session 
(in computing such 30 days, there shall be exclud- 
ed the days on which either House is not in ses- 
sion...) before the contract...shall become effec- 
tive: Provided, however, that the Joint Commit- 
tee, after having received the proposed contract, 
may...waive the conditions of or all or any por- 
tion of such 30 day period.’ 


. Q--Must employees of Senators, Representatives 
and Congressional committees be cleared by the 
FBI? 


A--In 1953, the Senate adopted a resolution re- 
quiring Senators, Senate committees and Senate 
offices to transmit the names of employees to the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, with a request 
that loyalty and security information about the em- 
ployees be checked and passed on to the Senator, 
committee or office. If the information was derog- 
atory, the resolution required the Senator, com- 
mittee or office to have the employee's loyalty in- 
vestigated. However, the Justice Department has 
not set up such procedure and a spokesman said 
there is some question as to whether the FBI 
should comply since the resolution is not a law. 
Security investigations are not required for most 
House employees. However, some ‘‘sensitive’’ 
committees require FBI security investigations 
for employees. 


5. Q--Did the pressure of campaign activities in the 


1954 session force Members of Congress to miss 
many roll-call votes? 


A--According to a Congressional (Quarterly 
analysis of Voting Participation -- a measure of 
how often Members answered ‘‘yea’’ or ‘‘nay’’ 
when their names were called on votes -- both 
Republicans and Democrats in the House scored 
lower in 1954 than in 1953. Democratic Senators 
also missed more roll-call votes this election 
year, but Republican Senators had a little higher 
Voting-Participation record this year than last, 
Of course, more Democrats than Republicans are 
up for re-election in the Senate, But Republicans 
in both the Senate and House had higher averages 
in both 1953 and 1954 than did Democrats. 


6. Q--Did any Member of Congress vote on every 


roll call during the 83rd Congress? 


A--Sens. Margaret Chase Smith (R Maine) and 
Henry C, Dworshak (R Idaho) had 100 per cent 
Voting-Participation scores in 1953-54. Eleven 
House Members answered every roll-call. Seven 
were Republicans; four, Democrats. 


7. Q--Are Resident Commissioners and Delegates to 


Congress members of Congressionai committees? 


A--Although Delegates from Hawaii and Alaska 
and the Resident Commissioner of Puerto Rico 
have no vote in the House, they hold membership 
on more committees than Representatives do, 
Delegate E, L. Bartlett (D Alaska) is a member 
of four committees. Mrs. Joseph R, Farrington 
(R Hawaii) and Resident Commissioner A. Fer- 
nos-Isern (D Puerto Rico) each hold membership 
on three committees, Representatives are mem- 
bers of only one or two committees. 


NOTE: CQ Weekly Report pages on which additional 
data may be found: (5) and (6) 1247-54, 
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Tallyho 


Secretary of Defense Charles E, Wilson set the political pack off in 
full cry with his now-famous ‘‘bird dog, kennel dog’’ remark. Demo- 


crats, pundits and punsters alike gleefully exploited the Secretary’s self-styled 
‘‘inept’’ statement, but the excitement appeared to die down when Wilson apologized 
for making it. Democrats hoped the dog remark would swing the 1954 voting as 
another verbal faux pas --- ‘‘rum, Romanism and rebellion’’ --- supposedly swung 
an election against Republican Presidential candidate JamesG, Blaine 70 years ago. 


6,926 Risks Out 


The Civil Service Commission said 6,926 suspected 
security risks on federal payrolls have been dis- 
missed or have resigned. The report, designed to 
back up Vice President Richard M, Nixon’s state- 
ment that ‘‘thousands’’ of subversives and security 
risks have been ‘‘removed’’ by the Eisenhower Ad- 
ministration, was attacked by Democrats. The re- 
port said 2,611 federal employees were fired, but it 
did not say how many were accused of subversive 
associations. 


In The Committees 


Coffee Prices came under renewed scrutiny by a 
special Senate subcommittee, which wanted to find 
out why they soared earlier this year. 





Internal Security Subcommittee of the Senate heard 
testimony from a former Communist Party member 
who served as an FBI undercover agent for nearly 
10 years. 





Power Contract that the AEC proposes to give the 
Dixon-Yates combine was still in the news, but the 








Censure Stands 


Sen. Joseph R. McCarthy(R Wis.) picked up 
at least one and one-half votes in his battle to 
avoid censure by the Senate. 





Sen. Homer _E, Capehart (R Ind.) said he 
definitely will vote to dismiss the censure charges 
when the Senate reconvenes Nov. 8. And Sen. 
Robert C, Hendrickson (R N,J.), one of Mc- 
Carthy’s verbal targets, announced he will not 
vote on one of the two Censure charges recom- 
mended against McCarthy by a special Senate 
committee. Hendrickson didn’t say how he stands 
on a second censure charge. 

















Joint Atomic Energy Committee announced it would 
delay, probably until Nov. 4, hearings on the con- 
tract earlier scheduled for Oct. 13. 


Housing Probe uncovered details of new ‘‘windfall’’ 
profits, while Clyde L, Powell, former FHA assist- 
ant commissioner, went before a federal grand jury 
to answer questions about the alleged scandals. 








Behind The Headlines 


Republican votes drew a straighter 
party line than Democratic answers 
to roll calls during the 83rd Con- 
gress, according to Congressional 
Quarterly’s analysis of Party Sup- 
port. Checking the 407 roll-call 
votes taken during 1953 and 1954, 
CQ found that, on the average, Re- 
publicans voted with the majority of 
the GOP 77 per cent of the time. 
Democrats scored 66 per cent by 
this Party-Voting yardstick. On 
194 Party-Unity roll calls, where 
the majority of Republicans opposed 


the majority of Democrats, Repub- 
licans sided with theGOP majority 
85 per cent of the time. The Dem- 
ocratic Party-Unity score was 76 
per cent. Party Voting counts only 
votes, while Party Unity also counts 
pairs and announcements of a Con- 
gressman’s stand. Failures to vote 
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lower a Congressman’s Party- 
Voting score as much as a vote 
against his party’s majority. Fail- 
ures to announce stands do not low - 
er Party-Unity scores, since they 
are not counted as ‘‘times at bat.’’ 
Western Republicans had the great- 
est party regularity on 1954 roll 
calls. Southern Democrats ranked 
lowest among regional standings of 
Senate-House delegations. GOP 
Party-Unity scores for the 83rd 
were highest, Democratic scores 
lowest, for any two-year period. 





